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REMARKS 

Claims 1-30 are currently pending. Claim 1 is an independent claim, and claims 2-8 and 
21-22 depend there from. Claim 9 is an independent claim, and claims 10-11 depend there from. 
Claim 12 is an independent claim, and claim 13 depends there from. Claim 14 is an independent 
claim, and claims 15-20 and 23-24 depend there from. Claim 25 is an independent claim, and 
claims 26-27 depend there from. Claim 28 is an independent claim, and claims 29-30 depend 
there from. Claims 1, 9, 12, 14, 25 and 28 are currently amended. Applicant respectfully 
requests reconsideration of the application in light of the above amendments and the following 
remarks. 

The Response to Arguments section of the non-final Office Action states that "the 
examiner requests that the appUcant makes the proposed changes discussed in the interview on 
August 16, 2007." (October 23, 2007 non-fmal Office Action, Page 7, Response to Arguments, 
Lines 3-5). Applicant respectfially submits that the amendments to claims 1, 9, 12, 14, 25 and 28 
are the proposed changes discussed in the interview. Further, Applicant submits that claims 1-30 
are allowable over Diamond, Maa and Lyberg, alone or in any combination. Thus, the Applicant 
respectfully requests the rejections of claims 1-30 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) and 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) be withdrawn. Applicant respectfiiUy submits that claims 1-30 are in condition for 
allowance, and requests that the application be passed to issue. 

The arguments set forth in Applicant's August 24, 2007 response entitled, "Interview 
Summary and Response After Final Office Action" are incorporated herein by reference because 
the October 23, 2007 non-final Office Action fails to address the arguments set forth in 
Applicant's August 24, 2007 response. 

The Office Action makes various statements regarding claims 1-30, 35 U.S.C. § 102(b), 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a), the Diamond reference, the Maa reference, the Lyberg reference, one of skill 
in the art, etc. that are now moot in view of the above amendments and/or arguments. Thus, the 
Applicants will not address all of such statements at the present time. However, the Applicants 
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expressly reserve the right to challenge such statements in the future should the need arise (e.g., 
if such statements should become relevant by appearing in a rejection of any current or future 
claim). 

Applicant reserves the right to argue additional reasons supporting the allowability of 
claims 1-30 should the need arise in the future. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1-30 are in condition for allowance, and 
requests that the application be passed to issue. 

Should anything remain in order to place the present application in condition for 
allowance, the Examiner is kindly invited to contact the undersigned at the telephone number 
listed below. 



Please charge any required fees not paid herewith or credit any overpayment to the 
Deposit Account of McAndrews, Held & Malloy, Ltd., Account No. 13-0017. 



Date: January 22, 2008 Respectfully submitted, 



/Philip Henry Sheridan/ 
Philip Henry Sheridan 
Reg. No. 59,918 
Attorney for Applicant 



McAndrews, Held & Malloy, Ltd. 
500 West Madison Street, 34* Floor 

Chicago, Illinois 60661 
(T) 312 775 8000 
(F) 312 775 8100 
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